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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



ApplicadonNarOg^ / 967,055 First Named Applicant: Jerald C. Seelig 

ExanrineriXiaEmfiELmite— Art Unit: 3714 Status of Application:. 



Tentative Participants: 
Carmen White 



(i\ Ian Bums 



(3). 



Lawrence Henshaw 



Jerald Seelig 



(5) Ryan Heck 



Proposed Datft of Intcndew:_l^^ll(2003 Proposed Time; 1:30 (AMi^ 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) [ ] T^ephonic (2) W Personal 



(3) [ 1 Video Conference 



Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated; (Xl YES 
If yes, priivide brief description: Gaming Device 



I INO 



Issues To Be Discussed 



ISSUBS 

(Rej% Obj., etc) 

(i ^ejection 

(2'^ Rejection 

(3) 

(4) 



Qaims/ 
1-12. 31-39 



Prior 
Art 

On- 



1-12, 31-39 Baerlocher 



Discussed 

[ ] 

[ ] 

[ ] 

[ ] 



Agreed 

[ ] 
[ ] 
[] 
[] 



Not Agreed 

[ ] 
[ ] 
t ] 
[ ] 



[)5 Contimiation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 
5^Bfl Attach ed Crontinuation Sheet 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on 



i2 



NOTE: 

This form shcNild be completed by applicant and submitted to (he examiner in advance of the interview (see MP CP 
§713.01). 

This application win not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview, Therefore, applicant is advised to me a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as soon as possible* 



(Applicant/ Applicant's Representative Signature) 




fcaminer/SPE Signature) 



TbiJ tOQMAion or tDtmD3tA(m h nqnirrd by 37 CF» Tbo fafonuBtioa i9 r«qniICd tp o^tnJn or retnln a tmnelU by the piiWk whkb b lo CI* food by Hic 

VSFTO 10 nracen) an appUcaHon. CoondndialHy la ffxnmcA hy 35 VS.C. 122 tod 37 CFR 1,14. Tim cuDrtiiMi Is cntoittcd to ttke « mlnutia lo compictCp 
indoc&iB inibcrinc. prepaTtBt find jnbmltting iht complotcd oppUcadon (one Co tht USfTO. Ttxpc ^ Tojy dirpcaiUa^ iqWD tjw (ndividmJ out. Auy 
on a» mmaaat of dme vm naolre to compete Ibis Ibrm and/or wrawtioni for n(tednc tbU bortoo, sbauU be «ttt to tht CWc/ InformniioD OXOeer, Jf Su:™^ 
aod Trtdoowrk OFBoc. Dn»rtiaeit of Omunern, r.O. BflX J450. AIc^wfriM, VA 32313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEICS OR CONIFLETED FOSMS TO THIS 
ADDRESS. SENT) TO: CommlssionEr tor Pftteott, P. . Box 14S0, Alcwndrla* VA 21313-X450, 

^you need assistance in completing the form, call !'800-PTO-9199 arid select option 2. 



Receivedfrom < 77$ 828 1651 > at 10110/03 1:04:43 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



10/10/03 09:59 FAX 775 82d 1631 



IAN F BURNS AND ASSOC, 



Case: 09/967,055 
Examiner: Carmen White 

Brief Description of Arguments to Be Presented 

Orr appeara to disclose a game with more than two outcome. That is, Qrr appears to 
suggest at least two cards being drawn, with the game outcome detennined by whetiier 
both cards are red, both cards are black, or if there is a mix of red and black cards. The 
player appears only allowed to bet on "all red" or "all black." Furtheimore, the outcome 
of Orr appears to be determined by more than one symbol. For example, in the above 
method, one would need to look at two cards, each having a symbol, to determine 
whether the game is a winning or losing outcome. Accordingly, Orr does not m^t ^ 
Applicant's claims, which are directed to determining a game outcome based on which 
one of two possible symbols is displayed 

Baerlocher does not teach awardmg a prize based on the number of similar outcomes 
obtained. Rather, it appears that Baerlocher allows a player to pick from indicators that 
will be either success or failure indicators. If the player picks a failure indicator, the 
game ends. If the chosen indicator is a success indicator, the player is awarded a prize 
and may choose another indicator. However, it appears that each of the prizes is 
completely independent of the other prizes. Accordingly, the prize awarded the player 
does not depend on the number of similar outcomes chosen. This is in contrast to 
Applicants' invention. For example, in a coin embodiment, AppUcants teach awarding 
one prize when 2 of 3 coins bear the same symbol and awarding a different prize when 3 
of 3 coins bear the same image. 
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